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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is a response to the amendment filed on November 30, 2006. Thus, claims 
1-15 are cancelled; and claims 16-34 are currently presented in the instant application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 16-19, 21-26, 30, and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Diaz et al. (U.S. 6,512,494 B1 of record). 

Regarding claim 16, Diaz discloses a periodic electromagnetic structure (figures 
8-9, elements [800,900]) comprising an array (column 9, lines 1-9) of conducting LC 
elements (figure 15) in combination with a frequency-dependent dielectric (column 10, 
lines 33-45 and column 1 1 , lines 45-48) whose permittivity and/or permeability varies 
according to the frequency of radiation incident thereon such that the resonant 
frequency of the LC elements follows the frequency of the incident radiation (column 7, 
lines 32-63). 

Regarding claim 17, Diaz discloses that the frequency-dependent dielectric has a 
response to incident radiation such that the product of the permittivity and permeability 
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of the dielectric varies in proportion to the reciprocal of the square of the frequency of 
the incident radiation (column 14, lines 62-67). 

Regarding claim 18, Diaz discloses that the frequency-dependent dielectric has a 
response to incident radiation such that the permittivity of the dielectric generally varies 
in proportion to the reciprocal of the square of the frequency of the incident radiation 
(column 14, lines 62-67) and the permeability of the dielectric is substantially constant 
(column 15, lines 20-26). 

Regarding claim 19, Diaz discloses that the frequency-dependent dielectric has a 
response to incident radiation such that the permeability of the dielectric generally 
varies in proportion to the reciprocal of the square of the frequency of the incident 
radiation (column 14, lines 62-67) and the permittivity of the dielectric is substantially 
constant (column 17, lines 55-58). 

Regarding claim 21, Diaz discloses in figure 8 that the LC elements are 
protrusions from a flat conducting plate (806). 

Regarding claim 22, Diaz discloses that the frequency-dependent dielectric abuts 
the conducting plate (806) and the protrusions extend at least partially into the dielectric 
(figure 10). 

Regarding claim 23, Diaz discloses that the protrusions are generally thumb tack 
shaped (figure 11). 

Regarding claim 24, Diaz discloses that the structure forms an ultra compact 
photonic bandgap structure (page 2, see M. Rahman and M.A. Stuchly "Equivalent 
circuit model of 2D microwave photonic bandgap structure"). 
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Regarding claim 25, Diaz discloses that the structure forms a split ring resonator 
(figure 8). 

Regarding claim 26, Diaz discloses that the LC elements are disposed across the 
surface of the frequency-dependent dielectric (figure 9). 

Regarding claim 30, Diaz discloses that the structure forms a high-impedance 
surface (column 5, lines 50-52). 

Regarding claim 32, Diaz discloses that an antenna comprises a periodic 
electromagnetic structure (column 5, lines 50-54). 

Regarding claim 33, Diaz discloses that a mobile phone handset comprises an 
antenna (column 6, lines 7-12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Diaz et 
al. (U.S. 6,512,494 B1 of record) in view of Green (U.S. 4,818,963 of record). 

Regarding claim 20, Diaz discloses every feature of the claimed invention, 
excluding a ferrite material. 

Green discloses a ferrite material type (figure 8) in order for reducing a size and a low 
cost for an array antenna (see abstract). 
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Since one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize the benefit of reducing a size and a 
low cost of an array antenna, it would have been obvious to provide Diaz with a ferrite 
material type built on an array antenna as taught by Green. 

6. Claims 27 - 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Diaz et al. (U.S. 6,512,494 B1 of record) in view of Varadan et al. (U.S. 6,525,691 B2 of 
record). 

Regarding claims 27 and 29, Diaz discloses every feature of the claimed 
invention, excluding chiral conductors. 

Varadan discloses chiral conductors in order for improving a wide band operation and a 
low loss characteristic of an array antenna (column 3, lines 45-50). 
Since one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize the benefit of improving a low loss 
and a wide band antenna, it would have been obvious to provide Diaz with chiral 
conductors employed in an array antenna as taught by Varadan. 

Regarding claim 28, the combination of Diaz and Varadan disclose that the chiral 
conductors are helical (see Diaz, figures 8 and 15). 

7. Claims 31 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Diaz et al. (U.S. 6,512,494 B1 of record). 

Regarding claims 31 and 34, Diaz discloses all of the claimed subject mater, as 
expressly recited in claim 16, except for specifying that the surface impedance having a 
substantially 377 Q. However, such the value of the surface impedance of 377 Q is not 
patentable merits since the impedance value can be selected as a design choice and it 
would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on November 30, 2006 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 16, page 1 , Applicant discussed that Diaz does not disclose "a 
frequency-dependent dielectric, wherein permittivity and/or permeability, of the dielectric 
varies according to the frequency of the radiation incident thereon". However, Examiner 
disagreed with the Applicant's discussion above. 

Diaz discloses "a frequency-dependent dielectric" (a dependency between the 
frequency and the dielectric shown in column 10, lines 33-45 and column 11, lines 45- 
48) and "the permittivity and/or permeability of the dielectric varies according to the 
frequency of the radiation incident thereon" (column 7, lines 32-63 shows the relative 
between the frequency and permittivity and/or permeability in the formula shown in the 
column 7, lines 53-60). Since Diaz discloses all claimed limitations, the 102(e) rejection 
is proper. 

Inquiry 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the . 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tung X. Le whose telephone number is 571-272-6010. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Douglas Owens can be reached on 571-272-1662. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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